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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to the amendment filed October 24, 2006. 

2. No claims have been amended or cancelled and no new claims have been 
added. 

3. Claims 1-10 and 22-32 have been examined and are pending with this action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled In the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

4. Claims 1 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing. to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter, 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. The specification does not describe an 
element of "the first packet-processing application initiating a second packet-processing 
application... and providing the tagged packet to the second packet-processing 
application", much less "a second packet-processing application". 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

5. Claim 22 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed 

to non-statutory subject matter. 

'The language of claim 22 raises a question as to whether the claim is directed 
merely to an abstract idea that is not tied to a technological art, environment or machine 
which would result in a practical application producing a concrete, useful, and tangible 
result to form the basis of statutory subject matter under 35 U.S.C. 101 . 

On page 7, paragraph [0020], of the specification, the applicant(s) have provided 
evidence that the applicant intends the medium to include signals as such that the claim 
is drawn to a form of energy (carrier wave or other propagation medium). Energy is not 
one of the four categories of invention and therefore this claim is not statutory. Energy 
is not a series of steps or acts and thus not a process. Energy is not a physical article 
or object and as such is not a machine or manufacture. Energy is not combination of 
substances and therefore not a composition of matter. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention Is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-10 and 22-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Chen et al. (US 2002/0116527 A1) in view of Molitor (US 6,661,799 
B1). 

INDEPENDENT: 

As per claim 1, Chen teaches a method comprising: 

receiving a packet at a network device (see Fig. 2 and page 1, [0018]: "an 

incoming packet is transmitted to ttie lookup engine"), the packet including a header 

(see page 1, [0018]: ''the header portion of the incoming packet) and a payload 

(inherency); 

tagging the packet, by a first packet-processing application of a plurality of packet 
processing applications, with a cache lookup key based upon original contents of the 
header (see page 1 , [0010]: "generating an I.I.D. hash index for the incoming packet in 
response to the address information of the incoming packet and [001 1]: "gef address 
information from a header portion of an incoming packet... And generate an I.I.D. hash 
index"), the cache lookup key indicating where in a unified cache a cache entry 
corresponding to the packet will be stored (see page 2, [0032] and [0033]), the first 
packet-processing application modifying the header of the packet (implicit: see page 1, 
[001 1]: "get address information from a header portion" and page 2, [0019]: "Per-hop 
behavior (PHB), and next hop")] and 
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the second packet-processing application accessing the cache entry from the 
unified cache using the cache lookup key added by the first packet-processing 
application (see page 2, [0025]: "the header information of the incoming packet will be 
used as a flow address for looking up the flow table" and [0027]: "A "flow" is a single 
instance of an application-to application flow of packets"). 

Although Chen teaches of providing the tagged packet to the second packet 
processing application (see page 2, [0025]: "the header information of the incoming 
packet will be used as a flow address for looking up the flow table" and [0027]: "A "flow" 
is a single instance of an application-to application flow of packets"), Chen does not 
explicitly teach of the first packet-processing application initiating a second packet- 
processing application of the plurality of packet-processing applications. 

Molitor teaches of the first packet-processing application initiating a second 
packet-processing application of the plurality of packet-processing applications (see 
col. 7, lines 12-26 and col. 8, lines 4-22). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to employ the teachings of Molitor within the system of Chen by 
implementing a packet-processing application initiating another packet-processing 
application within the method and program stored on a machine-readable medium 
because Chen teaches that the hashing mechanism is adaptable to any network device 
such as a router (see page 1 , [0017]) and one of ordinary skill in the art know that 
plurality of routers, each comprising packet-processing application, are employed in the 
Internet wherein information is passed there between. Therefore, one of ordinary skill in 
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the art would implement a packet-processing application initiating another packet- 
processing application when information is traveling from a source to a destination via 
plurality of routers. 

As per claim 8, Chen teaches a method comprising the steps of: 

a step for determining whether a cache lookup key is present in a packet 

descriptor associated with a received packet (see page 4, [0054]: ''for insertion and 

table lookup")] 

a step for performing a lookup in a unified cache with the cache lookup key if it is 
determined that the cache lookup key is present in the packet descriptor (see page 4, 
[0054]: ''for insertion and table lookup"): 

a step for creating a new cache entry in the unified cache based upon 
information in a header of the received packet and tagging the packet (see page 1 , 
[0010]: "generating an I.I.D. hash index for the incoming packet in response to the 
address information of the incoming packet and [001 1]: "get address information from a 
header portion of an incoming packet... And generate an I.I.D. hash index") if it is 
determined that the cache lookup key is not present in the packet descriptor or the 
lookup does not locate an appropriate existing cache entry (see page 2, [0025]: "For 
any new arrival of the incoming packet, the packet will lead to a flow table lookup miss. 
Then the packet is passed to CPU" and [0026]: "CPU 13 creates a new entry in the flow 
table 121 for the incoming packets") ] 
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a step for conveying the cache lookup key to a packet filtering packet-processing 
task (see page 2, [0032] & [0033]); and 

a step for updating an existing cache entry with module-specific information (see 
page 2, [0031]). 

Chen does not explicitly teach of a NAT packet-processing task. 

Molitor teaches of a NAT packet-processing task (see col.4, lines 54-57). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to employ the teachings of Molitor within the system of Chen by 
implementing Network Address Translation (NAT) packet-processing task within the 
method because Molitor teaches that Network Address Translation (NAT) are usually 
placed within IP networks at the border between two disparate address realms (see 
col.1, lines 16-19) to allow communication between two applications located at each 
realm. Therefore, since Chen teaches of application-to-application flow of packets (see 
page 2, [0027] in an network consisting of the Internet (see page 2, [0019]: IP'), one of 
ordinary skill in the art would employ NAT since this allows applications at disparate 
realms to communicate. 

As per claim 22, Chen teaches a machine-readable medium having stored 
thereon data representing instructions that, if executed by one or more processors of a 
network device, cause the one or more processors to: 
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receiving a packet (see Fig. 2 and page 1, [0018]: "an incoming packet is 
transmitted to the lookup engine") including a header (see page 1 , [0018]: "f/?e header 
portion of the incoming packet) and a payload (inherency); 

tag the packet, by a first packet-processing application of a plurality of packet- 
processing applications, with a cache lookup key based upon original contents of the 
header (see page 1, [0010]: ''generating an LI. D. hash index for the incoming packet in 
response to the address information of the incoming packet and [001 1]: "get address 
information from a header portion of an incoming packet... And generate an I.I.D. hash 
index"), the cache lookup key indicating where in a unified cache a cache entry 
corresponding to the packet will be stored (see page 2, [0032] and [0033]); the first 
packet-processing application nnodifying the header of the packet (innplicit: see page 1, 
[0011]: ''get address information from a header portion" and page 2, [0019]: "Per-hop 
behavior (PHB), and next hop")] and 

use the cache lookup key rather than generating a new cache lookup key based 
upon current contents of the header by a second application accessing the cache entry 
from the unified cache subsequent to the tagging by the first packet-processing 
application (see page 2, [0025]: "the header information of the incoming packet will be 
used as a flow address for looking up the flow table" and [0027]: "A "flow" is a single 
instance of an application-to application flow of packets"). 

Although Chen teaches of providing the tagged packet to the second packet 
processing application (see page 2, [0025]: "the header information of the incoming 
packet will be used as a flow address for looking up the flow table" and [0027]: "A "flow" 
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is a single instance of an application-to application flow of packets"), Chen does not 
explicitly teach of the first packet-processing application initiating a second packet- 
processing application of the plurality of packet-processing applications. 

Molitor teaches of the first packet-processing application initiating a second 
packet-processing application of the plurality of packet-processing applications (see 
col.7, lines 12-26 and col.8. lines 4-22), 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to employ the teachings of Molitor within the system of Chen by 
implementing a packet-processing application initiating another packet-processing 
application within the method and program stored on a machine-readable medium 
because Chen teaches that the hashing mechanism is adaptable to any network device 
such as a router (see page 1, [0017]) and one of ordinary skill in the art know that 
plurality of routers, each corhprising packet-processing application, are employed in the 
Internet wherein information is passed there between. Therefore, one of ordinary skill in 
the art would implement a packet-processing application initiating another packet- 
processing application when information is traveling from a source to a destination via 
plurality of routers. 



DEPENDENT: 

As per claims 2 and 23, which respectively depend on claims 1 and 22, Chen 
further teaches wherein said tagging the packet with a' cache lookup key comprises 
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populating a lookup key field of an internal packet descriptor corresponding to the 
packet with a hash value (see pages 2-3, [0034]). 

As per claims 3 and 24, which respectively depend on claims 2 and 22, Chen 
teaches wherein the packet comprises an Internet Protocol (IP) packet and the cache 
lookup key is based upon a source IP address of the header, a destination IP address 
of the header, a source port of the header, a destination port of the header, and a 
protocol value in the header (see page 2, [0019]). 

As per claims 4, 6, 10, 25, 27, and 28, which respectively depend on claims 1,1, 
8, 22, 26, and 22, Chen teaches all the limitations including wherein the plurality of 
packet-processing applications includes applying packet filtering and packet routing or 
forwarding (see page 2, [0032]), but Chen does not explicitly teach wherein the plurality 
of packet-processing applications includes applying one or more of Network Address 
Translation (NAT). 

Molitor teaches of a NAT packet-processing task (see col. 4, lines 54-57). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to employ the teachings of Molitor within the system of Chen by 
implementing Network Address Translation (NAT) packet-processing task within the 
method because Molitor teaches that Network Address Translation (NAT) are usually 
placed within IP networks at the border between two disparate address realms (see 
cpl.1, lines 16-19) to allow communication between two applications located at each 
realm. Therefore, since Chen teaches of application-to-application flow of packets (see 
page 2, [0027] in an network consisting of the Internet (see page 2, [0019]: "/P), one of 
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ordinary skill in the art would employ NAT since this allows applications at disparate 
realms to communicate. 

As per claims 5 and 26, which respectively depend on claims 4 and 22, Chen 
further teaches wherein the plurality of packet-processing applications are distributed 
among at least two processors of the network device (implicit: see title and page 1 , 
[0017]). 

As per claims 7 and 29, which respectively depend on claims 6 and 28, Chen 
teaches of further comprising the second packet-processing application updating the 
cache entry with information specific to the second packet-processing application by 
using the cache lookup key to access the cache entry (implicit: see page 1 , [001 1]: ''get 
address information from a header portion" and page 2, [0019]: ''Per-hop behavior 
(PHB), and next hop''). 

As per claims 9 and 30, which respectively depend on claims 8 and 22, Chen 
further teaches wherein the unified cache is implemented as a hash table and tagging 
the packet comprises generating a hash value based upon at least a source address 
and a destination address in the header and storing the hash value in the packet 
descriptor (see page 4, [0053]). 

As per claim 31, which depends on claim 22, Chen further teaches wherein the 
network device comprises a router (see page 1, [0017]). 

As per claim 32, which depends on claim 22, Chen further teaches wherein the 
network device comprises a switch (see page 1, [0017]). 
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Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments filed October 24, 2006 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

The applicant(s) assert that there is not suggestion in Chen that the flow table is 
accessed by multiple lookup engines (i.e. "one single unified cache" accessed by 
multiple packet processing applications). Clearly, on page 1, paragraphs [0010]-[0011], 
Chen teaches that the invention provides a look-up engine for a network device and 
generates lookup information for a network device. In the invention of Chen the look-up 
engine is relied upon by the Examiner to teach of a first packet-processing application 
(see page 2, paragraph [0032]). The second packet-processing application, which is 
different from the first packet-processing application, accesses the flow table via the first 
packet-processing application (see page 2, paragraph [0025]) to retrieve forwarding 
information (see page 1 , paragraph [0018]). Chen explicitly teaches that a "flow" is a 
"single instance of an application-to-application flow of packets" (see page 2, paragraph 
[0027]). To assert that the since the Examiner cites the look-up engine as a first packet- 
processing application and therefore is suggesting that the look-up engine is applicable 
to all packet-processing application is improper. Furthermore, the language of the claim 
does not suggest that the functionality of the first and second packet-processing 
applications is the same and therefore was not considered as such. 
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Conclusion 



8. For the reasons above claims 1-10 and 22-32 have been rejected. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael Y. Won whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3993. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th: 7AM-5PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on 571-272-4006. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Michael Won / \ 




December 13, 2006 



